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Results Scenario 1
Reactor Capacity versus demanded Energy
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Results Scenario 1
Number of Reactors under Licensing and Construction
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Results Scenario 1
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Results Scenario 1
Natural Uranium Resources and Allocation
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Results Scenario 1
Transuranics In-Pile and Out-of-Pile
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Results Scenario 1
Number of Fuel Cycle Facilities Needed

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

2000 2020 2040 2060 2080 2100

Year

#

Gaseous Diffusion Enrichment UltraCentrifuge Enrichment UOX Fabrication
Metal Fuel Fabrication Particle Fuel Fabrication Aqueous Repro
Dry Repro SF Interim SF Conditioning
HLW Conditioning



Nuclear Engineering Division
Pioneering 
Science and
Technology

Office of Science
U.S. Department 

of Energy

Results Scenario 1
Front-End Fuel Cycle
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Results Scenario 1
Decay Heat-defined YM Sites versus Mass-defined YM Sites Potentially or Effectively Needed
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Results Scenario 2
Reactor Capacity versus demanded Energy
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Results Scenario 2
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Results Scenario 2
Transuranics In-Pile and Out-of-Pile
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Results Scenario 2
Decay Heat-defined YM Sites versus Mass-defined YM Sites Potentially or Effectively Needed
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Results Scenario 2
Natural Uranium Resources and Allocation
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Results Scenario 2
Number of Reactors under Licensing and Construction
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Results Scenario 2
Number of Fuel Cycle Facilities Needed
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Results Scenario 2
Front-End Fuel Cycle
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